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CONGRESSMAN

DAN BISHOP

SERVIMG NORTH CAROLINA'S BTH DISTRICT

Dear Friend,

I hope that you and your family are well. Last week, Congress was back in full swing.
I'm currently preparing for this week’s hearing on the Twitter Files on the Select
Subcommittee Weaponization of the Federal Government. Michael Shellenberger
and Matt Taibbi, two of the journalists who reported the Twitter files, will be

testifying.

As our current legislative session rolls on, I'll be sure to bring you updates via social
media and this newsletter.

Disrespect for Marriage Act - Setting the Record Straight

You may remember that last year President Biden signed the so-called “Respect for
Marriage Act” into law. Unfortunately, Biden wasn’t alone in unleashing the harmful
legislation that shreds the definition of marriage. A group of Republicans teamed up
with the Democrat Party to pass a bill restricting religious liberty and attacking
Americans of faith.

My team and I recently noticed a great deal of what the left might call
“misinformation” circulating regarding this law’s impacts.

Let’s set the record straight —

The Disrespect for Marriage Act puts a massive target on the backs of faithful North
Carolinians who believe marriage is between one man and one woman. Leftist
special interest groups are using this law to punish those who hold traditional views
of marriage — look at how radical leftists have repeatedly gone after Jack Phillips of
Masterpiece Cakeshop in an attempt to ruin his business and his life.

This bill only gives the Leftist mob more ammunition to attack religious freedom. As
a faithful Christian and a Representative who values freedom, I found the lobbying
effort for the bill both dishonest and disgraceful. The current attempted clean-up job
is also reprehensible.

The Republicans who pushed the bill claim that the law doesn’t actually codify same-
sex marriage and that the Supreme Court is the only federal entity that can regulate
how states define marriage. The second claim is laughably false, and if it were true
that the bill doesn’t codify same-sex marriage, why pass it in the first place? Yet
another misleading tactic from the proponents of this damaging legisll;tion.
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In our district, claims are being disseminated that the bill will provide robust
protections for religious liberties, prevent polygamy, prevent the IRS from going
after religious groups, and more.

These are blatant lies, of course. But you don’t need to just take my word for it. Here
are some facts from the Alliance Defending Freedom:
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A

FREEDOM

SETTING THE RECORD STRAIGHT
ON THE RESPECT FOR MARRIAGE ACT

Theee clains kave been made shoui the Respect for Marmage Act:

A that the RFMA’s religious liberty provisions were instnamental in a fodoral
district court’s rejection of an attack om the constitetionalsty of Tile IX's
peli ghois ExEmpLion;

B. that the law does not codify same-sen marmiage; and

. that the RFMAs religious liberty provissons are very meaning ful.
These claims are fale.

A The BFMA and Taile IX

Tle IX of the Education Amendments of 1572 forbids sex discrimination by aducation
programs of activilics receiving Federal financial assistance, fis religpous exemplion profects
faith-hased schools from sppleations of Title [X that would vsolase their religious tenets.

The Diepartmeni of Edocaion and some cowrns bald the position thst Title IX reaches
dizcrimination on the basis of sexual onentation and gemder sdemtity, requaning covered schools
I gFanL sodens 1o private spaces and sthictics baicd oa pender mlentity, This inlempretation of
Tithe 1X also forkads schools from main@inang admissions and studcont comsduct standands thas
roquare adherence 1o biblacal fcaching related to ‘waman sexuality. N also restraimes schools’
freedom in the cmploymesest comiex.

Many faith-based educatsonal inatibations have suceessbally mvoked Tale IXs religioums
cxemplion {0 profect thomselves from these inberpretations of Title [

Angered by ihai reality, 5 group of currest ssd formser refighons college stsdenis chalbenged
the constiutsonality of Title IX s religious excmptson is a case called Hunrer v (L5 Diepartnsar
of Educetion. The plaintiffs claimed that the exenption violated the Equal Protection Clase. the
Establishment Claasc. the Froe Excrcise Clause, and the Belegious Freedom Bostoration Act

Represented by Allmnce Defendimg Froodom, beoe snstilisions of higher aducatson
smecenslilly milcrvenad in the cane as defendants.

Al thee defemsdames {inchsding ADF s clientshmoved to dismiss the case. On January 12,
2023, the district court granied their motions.
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The RFMA had shaolutely no relevance whatsoever 10 the legal maues raned en the Huwter
hergatson. This should be sclf-evidont, as a fedoral sinfuie cannot alfect a couwrt”s inkorpretation of
i Consdimdion. Even if a stabuie could do so, it eerininly dsd not in fieser—the RFMA sy
nothing abowi the constituisonal provisions ihe funrer plainnlls invobed. The disinicl cowrt's
opmion. of course. did ol mention the RFMA,

The bricl anempts o coneact some lonuous connections betwoon the REMA and the lawsuis,

Agaim, i iis cpinson and coder dismassang the case, the disiriotl court mentioned nesiher ithe
RFMA nor the asserisons made in the COCL supplemental brief, The clam that the REMA
somehow affectod the Mluafer decisson s wildly speculative ai best and almost certaindy jest flat-

out false. The comri s reasoning is lakd 0wt inis opinson—which does mol mention ithe RFMA s
sl

. The BEFMA aned the “Codification™ of Same-Sex Mamage

It has boen clasmaed that the RFMA did not codify same-sex mamiage inlo federal law, Thas
comention is dooeptive 1o the point of heing outright Ealse.

Masriage has mraduticeally been o mabier of sinie law, Priog to the emergence of seme-sex
marrisge, the Constiiution's Full Fasth and Credit Classe generally requaned stales o recognize
mamages considored valsd m the stabe in whach the mamage was onlered inba. The dfToronses
smnong sinies reganding eligibilsty for mamiage were nod fundamsentsl.

That changed whon Hlawan was paned to doom same-ses, mamages valul Oiher stalo
righily became concerned thai ibey would be compelled o recognize same-sex marriages enbered
inko in Havsii. s response, Congress passed the Defense of Marmiage Aot (DOMA) Section 2 of
the Act relieved stases of the ohligation to give fall faith and credil 1o same-sen marmiages.
Section 3 defimed mamage for purposes of federal lew as the umion of one man and omse woman.

In Wisdsor v. United Staves, the Supreme Coun struck down Soctioa 3 of DOMA, therchry
requaring the federal govermenent to cognine same-scx marmiages. bn Ebergpafell v Hisdges, the
Cosart held that ithe Fourteenth Amendmeni”s Fgaal Protection Classe required govermmenis al
all bevels 1o Focognise samsc-sey maTTuages

made it necessary for Congress 1o codily same-sex marriage. The congreasonal findings in the
At state that samse-sex couples deserve “stabibity.™

* i s g Wi e 0L played ® role i i lepialstive offorn b pes e RPSLA s thai g OO0
Fepresrniayf ameaadad ther Wk Hosist sigienif cortmeay [ heef ssesfn Sofd (oBiioy o el STeg iy i

F.
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So what does the RFMA sctually do? ks there sny menit o the contention that it does not
“codsfy” wame-sex marmage?

The RFMA:

1. repealed Section 2 of DOMA, which relieved states of the obligation 10 recognize
other stalen” samc-scy Earmuages

2 forbuds staten from refusmg o mocopRars samnc-scx marmiages from other states.

k. requires the federa] government to recognize sy fwo-person musriage valsd i the
couple s state,

Bt s difficult to understand why some belseve that the RFMA does not “codify™ samse-sex
marriage. W assame that the arpument rosts on two thangs: (1) the fact that the Act docsa™s
umply say somcthimg ke “mamage s the wmion of teo poople, rogandbess of thar sex™ or
wﬂmﬁ:t:—ﬁumm mnd | X} lamgusge liloe that i the only thing that gualifies
as

Whan dees 11 meas 1o “codify” semne-sey marriage” Same-gey marriape i “codified™ when

statcs and the Federal gevermment are rogsired Io recognize samc-scy marmiage. 5o, docs the
RFMA assare that? Yes.

How does the EFMA “codify™ same-sex mamiage™ Prior to the RFMA, the legal stafus of
smeary mamiage resiod on multiple foundstions—siate court decivions, stale stabsics, Wiadsor,
and Laberpefelil. 1he BIFMA s stabed purpose 15 bo sssure contmmued kegal recognaton of same-aen
enarreage i the (haghly unlkely) cvent the Sepremne Coun overrubes Obergafed (and,
pressmably, Windior as well). How docs the RFMA saure continsd revogrison of same-sex
marmage m ik event the Court overrubes thoer cases

To answsy that question it i Acvcssary 1o 2k and answer anothcr gactcn: withost the
RFMA, whsi would ibe landsoape look like 5f {bwerpefel! snd Windcor were overraled?

The demase of (Mwrpefell and Windhor wosld pot change the stwation an those states that
borve fully embraced same-sey mamage, sither throsgh 8 staie cowrt decision or & siaie st
As For the other states, thar proviosnly Exomtitutional mamags statetes would sprang back to
hic. Sach dates would pot be roquanad Bo recognize out-of-statc same-soy mamages. bocauss of
Sectios 2 of DIOMA, whach relieves siates of the obligabon to recognire other siales” same-ey
mamages | As hﬂt&ﬁﬂﬂﬁmmw.hwﬂu:tfnﬁcﬁu maarTiage
for parposcs of fodoral law as the snion hotwoon one man and one woman.

]hkmu-mﬁm“—mlnﬁh_hﬂﬂl
wiztrs wonlkd ombrace s kegally codify wme - marage @ the cvem {wrpaiedl woer cvortarmed,

' pomcenvabds shat 4 ongress woukd repeal DOALY sty rvons ther o owertermed Oyrpiied! s W
Iy i womabd it o Fat i iy el o, el T s adiidg's omiadad Pl Fopuaiynd] ln oo vmel ol -l b~

=i mairuges Iy e Fall Fasdk afd Croded Clasne. Thil nasl. o i Bl sfugass sofbd @ wlisnch e Cir
cverteras (srpoinll sl Wisdbwer, o o delfcall o malie conlwlont prodctsen sboot whal Coagron mught do

3
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Howw womld the RFMA alior this realsty? First, stales would be kegally roquired o recogmine
wiher siales” same-sex mamages. Second, the federal govermment would recognione all fwos
person marnages valed under state lvw. 19 would therelone pacognize all same-sex marriapes,

In & world without (Abergefell and with the RFMA. the only sconana in which there wouldn®t
b mationwede same-sen mamage is the one is which awry stale volunlary rejected same-sex
marmage. If thas vartually impossible soenano s the basss for the claim that the RFMA docsn®™t
“podil¥™ same-sex mamage. then the claim = palenily ndsculous.

In suam, there 1= moee than one way o skin a cal, and just becauss the RFMA chose a bess
dircet mothod docsn’t mean the cat 30t skanless. Thene is meane than one way 1o “codify™ same-

hasn "t boen “codified.”

C. The Signif rihe REMA's Beligious Liberty Proviss

The bt of the RFMA s parmoned protectsons of relaious ety is Section G{h). EFENMA
suppoaters ¢laim that it provides houses of worship and other religious non-profits categoncal
ﬂ““i“ﬂ“ﬂ“m
signaficant religsous hiberty advance.

Meither of these chaima holds up.

Firsy, Secviom fb)'s “protection™ sddeesses one of the few sonngs where samss-sey maviags
{and accompaniang ssausl oncnlabon sl base 7 created rehigous hborly probiloma. Laws asg
smmply mot baing used 1o force howses of wonbhap o colebeale same-ses woddings. In i
201 8 Masterpdeoe Cokenbop decissan, the Suproms Court sasd that would vialate the First
Arnendieen.

Samc-scx mamage has hoon lepally rocognared m ol least ane stale sinoe J03. and
natioawide simce 2003, The mamber of coses challenging & religious ceganivatison”s pefissal io
host & same-sey wioddingT Our research uscovered . rero.

Sevond, in additeen to this soomano apparently never ansing, this is one context in which
exieimng legal prodections {such & ke First Amendment and analogous simie constiisticnal
provissona ) ane enfircly adequate, No reasonable peron thanks the governinses could get sway
wilth forcing houses of worship io do samessex weddmgs. So, if sctiviats someday ry to foroe
chumrches o host and perfiorm sech ceromomies, they won'i necd ithe RFMA to win their cases.

Thard, the RFMA may sot work like s supporters say. Supportens confidently conternd that
the protections im Secticn fh) s absolute. Tut the entire subsection of the bill i qualsfied with
the phrase “consiatent with the Fusg Amendmont.” Jedpes nay use that language te cons bade
that this provisson s no mono prodoctive tham the First Amondnsost —mcanang thad thas prosasion
af the Wil does nathang.

https://danbishopforms.house.gov/news/email/show.aspx ?2ID=PXK25JBELICLE

6/14



3/20/23,2:18 PM Representative Dan Bishop

RFMA sapporions alse tout Section 6(a) of the ball, which says the stabstc won™t be pead 1o
damumnds exmding begal prodecismns | dbe the Bolspesas Froodom Resteration Act and the Furst
Amsredmeni ).

This hardly deserves prase 1t just means that the RFMA clean the very low bar of being

penerous concession o religious liberty, given that Comgress {thankfully ) lacks tbe suthoniy to
repeal the First Amcadment in the first place. A ftcr all. the Haden admmnstzatzon o currently
mbmg the Supreme Count 1o interpret the Fart Amendment 10 ket governments compel people 10
speak views of mamags contrary to their fath.

The flimsiness of the RFMA s relimiom libery “protecons” i+ msde worse by ihe bill s uiter
fahars 1o addeoas the neal and sonous. problems religpous. Amencans face n the wake
of (berefeil.

argue il courl that isdivedusl shd relighots ofgsfarston whe work with poople from all walks
of bifc should face cnal and criminal penaltics if they don’t abandon thar belscfs on ths s,
Fusth-bassd sdoption and fosier placensent spemncies are demied the opporiunity bo serve seedy
chilidren. States deey paents oqual seppoert i they obsoose religeous schools wrth the “wrong™
vigws on mamape. Governments forcs pospe] rescuss mmssons 1o hire poople wisa desry the
gospel.

The RFMA addresses mone of this. 11 imsdcad facls hostility towards Amencans who bald
beclcfs abosat marmage rooted in bonorable or philosophical promises.

hmuh-mm“ﬂﬁmmm

that [njothing in this Act. cr amendmont mad bn thes Act. shalll be construed to demy or alber

any beneefit. stafus. or mght of an otheraase chigible antity or persen., mclsdmez Ex-roempl sthes
ixy presimsend, educationsl fisding, or & grant, contract, agrecment, claisn, or defemee =

This provisson of the ball docs norf sop the Intormal Rovenue Sorvaor from smvokne the
RFMA io withhodd tax-exempt sianes froem a relighous nos-profin that fodlews is beliel thai
marriape is the union of onc man and one woman How can that be™ Well, i, scveusany W
umderitand how the IRS determuncs whether 3 non-profit orgasuration deserves tax-cyompt
status.

I mnskring thai determinstion the [RS serses whetber the entity i “charnshle = To be
“charitablc,” the catity may ot act in 2 masscr “contrary 1o peblx policy.” In determinang
“public polecy.” the RS looks a2 Supremne Coust docmaonn, conpressonal sabstes, cxoculave
crders, and the like. D concem is tha the 1RS will use the BFMA"s embace of ssme-sex
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The quoled provision does not satisfy this concern. That language simply means that no court
or agency should interpret or apply the RFMA iisell to reguire revocation of tax-cxempd siatus
Mo one has argued that the RFMA could be construed that way. The fear has always been that
the IRS would use the RFMA as evidence of a national public policy. The scotion of the bill
RFMA supporiers invoke does not siop the IRS from doing this. To be sure, this 15 a subitle

diztinction, but the law s full of subtle but sometimes immensely important distinctions

In short, the BFMA imposes o new obhigation to recognize same-sex relalionships on
religious organizations that work closely with government. It creates new tools for progressive
sctivists and the Depariment of Justice to enforce that obligation. It gives the Intermnal Revenue
Service a new argument for laking tax-exempl status away from religious non-profits, [t makes
religious freedom and free speech cases harder 1o wan by elevating the federal government s
interest in same-sex marrige. [he religious liberty “protections™ added 1o the BRFMA by the

Senale do nol adequalely address these concems

For more reading, our friends at the Heritage Foundation and the Family Research
Council have also debunked the spurious claims of those who support the bill.

It’s shameful that the radical liberals in the House and Senate were able to convince
some Republicans to put a target on their own constituents’ backs. I will always stand
strong in the fight to defend faith, family, and freedom. I will always do everything I
can to stop those who seek to degrade religious liberty and Constitutional values —
regardless of their party.

Eradicating Critical Race Theory

Last week, I reintroduced two bills with Senator Tom Cotton to fully defund Critical
Race Theory (CRT) and expunge this scourge from the federal government. The Stop
CRT Act and the Combatting Racist Training in the Military Act are the most
comprehensive anti-CRT bills introduced to date and will cut off all federal dollars
from being used to promote CRT.

READ: Bishop Reintroduces Legislation to Fully Defund Critical Race Theory

CRT is a poisonous ideology that seeks to divide Americans based on their skin color,
and it must be ripped out, root and branch, from our institutions. CRT should have
no place in American life and certainly shouldn't be promoted using American tax
dollars. The Biden administration and radical Left's relentless promotion of these
racist, anti-American ideologies is toxic to our country and culture. These bills are
one crucial part of our fight against the insidious effort from the Left to
fundamentally transform society based on their designs.

National Review covered the reintroduction and how our bills are crucial in the
broader fight against CRT and the “equity” agenda.

READ: Republicans Revive Counter-CRT Bills in Congress
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You can read the Stop CRT Act HERE and the Combatting Racist Training in the
Military Act HERE.

I also spoke to Todd Starnes about the importance of our legislative fight and the
toxic impact of CRT.

Fighting Open Borders

The final weekend of February, I traveled with my colleagues on the House
Committee on Homeland Security to El Paso, TX. We met with Customs and Border
Protection officials, surveyed the border, and visited the El Paso port of entry.

WATCH: Homeland Republicans El Paso Recap

While there, I not only witnessed a cocaine bust at the port of entry, but also
encountered many illegal aliens crossing the border, including from the air in a CBP
Air and Marine Operations helicopter.

WATCH: Constant Illegal Crossings

We're facing a harrowing situation at our southern border, and the Department of
Homeland Security is a mess. Make no mistake — this isn’t due to incompetence or
laziness. The total breakdown of law and order is on purpose.

This week on the Committee, we heard heart-wrenching testimony from a mother
who lost her two sons to fentanyl poisoning. The Democrat witness for the committee
is a longtime advocate of open borders, and the policies he and the Democrats
espouse led us to our current sad state of affairs.
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You can watch my full questioning here:
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Rep. Dan Bishop £
@RepDanBishop

An open & uncontrolled border. Mass immigration. Exploited children.
This is what Biden, Mayorkas, Democrats, and all the rest have
relentlessly pursued.

| guess | should say congratulations. Behold your handiwork.

Our Rights Come From God, Not Government

Last week in the Judiciary Committee, we reviewed and approved our oversight plan

for the 118t Congress. As per usual, the Democrats fought tooth and nail against any
effort to hold the Biden administration accountable or investigate the Deep State.

At one point, Democrats even claimed that our rights come from Government, not
God. This is laughably false and just plain offensive to anyone who holds to
fundamental American values.

READ: 'T'm going to stick to God:' Hearing erupts as Rep. Bishop condemns
Democrats' 'modern view' of religion

I'm sticking with our founders — all men are endowed by their Creator with certain
unalienable rights. Not endowed by the Government.

TWEET: Democrats seem to believe that rights come from the government, not
from God. They demonize and attack Americans of faith.
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You can watch the exchange below:

Senator Broyhill - In Memoriam

Jim Broyhill was a giant of North Carolina politics, a man of faith, and a dedicated
public servant. He recently passed away at 95 and will be remembered fondly.

It was my honor to gather on the House floor with other members of the North
Carolina delegation to observe a moment of silence in remembrance of the late
Senator Jim Broyhill.

TWEET: NC Delegation Honors Jim Broyhill

I also spoke on the House floor to honor his legacy and memory.
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Hill Happenings

I was honored to receive the True Blue award from FRC Action last week for being a
steadfast defender of faith, family, and freedom.
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I also spoke at a recent screening of Created Equal: Clarence Thomas in His Own
Words, alongside my colleagues Chip Roy and Jim Jordan.

Justice Thomas is a genuine American hero: a man of faith and service who has risen
above years of brutal, bad-faith attacks.

READ: Congressmen Honor ‘Greatest Living American,” Justice Clarence Thomas

Votes last week:

« H. Res. 132 (passed): Responding to the earthquakes in Turkey and Syria on
February 6, 2023

« H.R. 538 (passed): Informing Consumers about Smart Devices Act

« H.J. Res. 30 (passed): This resolution disapproves of the rule submitted by the
Department of Labor relating to environmental, social, and corporate
governance (ESG).

« H.R. 347 (passed): Reduce Exacerbated Inflation Negatively Impacting the
Nation Act
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